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On June 19, 1998, AT4T Communications of the Southern 2tates , 
Inc. (AT,T) filed a petition asking us to modify BellSouth 
Telecommunications, Inc.'s !BellSouth) policies on porting Direct­
In-Dial numbers (Complaint). BellSouth responded on July 13, 1998. 

In ita Complaint, AnT complained that it was not being 
treated ~fai rly- by BellSouth, because BellSouth's existing 
policies did not allow ALECs to buy DID numbers in blocks of leas 
than 20 numbers. AT'T oxpl31nod that it was currently enqaged in 
t e sting ita AT'T Digital Link (ADL) service in fl orida, and that 
part o! that testing required some DID numbers to be ported from 
BellSouth's switch to an AT'T switch. AT'T learned, however, that 
BellSouth' a A12. 7.1 tari!! only allowed DID nwr.bers to be arranged 
in blocka of 20 numbers. AT'T aoserted that thia policy was 
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improper, because it would requi r e a customer to port more numbers 
to AT'T t han the customer needed, and would also unnecessarily 
consume DI D numbers. AT'T asserted that i L discussed t his conce r n 
with BellSouth, whereupon BellSouth agreed to sell OlD numbora in 
blocks of l eas than 20 . BellSouth indicated, howevet , that a $630 
nonrecurrinq cha rge would be assessed t o AT'T, as voll as an 
additional $2 .20 por number , with another additior.al $.20 monthly 
charge asseued per number in the block. AnT a •td BellSouth vere 
unable to reach an agreement ; therefore, AT' T fil ad this Coa~laint . 

An Order Establishing Procedure was i ssued and rn i s matter was set 
for an administrative hearinq on April 14, 19~~ . 

On Febr uary 15, 1999, ATn filet! a llotice o f Voluntary 
Dismi ssal without pr e judice . 

DIICQIIIQK Ol I IIVJI 

IIIVI 1 : Should the Commission ac knowledge AT,T'a voluntary 
dismissa l o! i t a Complaint? 

g cq p 8!111fiCM : Yu . The Comntiasion ahould ac knowledqe AnT' a 
voluntary dismissal o f i t a Complaint without p re jud ice . 

SZMF AHIIIJIII : I n ita Notice, ATn notes that on December 17 , 
1998, Be~lSouth filed ita t ariff to allow DID numbers t o be por ted 
in blocks of leas than 20 numbers and to allow the portlnq of non­
consecut ive numbers. As a result, AT4T has noticed its voluntary 
dismissal of ita complaint without prejudice. 

Staff reouaoenda that AT4T's Notice of Voluntarv Dismissal be 
acknowledged by the Commission. 
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